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Porto Alegre Call for Mobilisation 


Social forces from around the world have gathered 
here at the World Social Forum in Porto Alegre. 
Unions and NGOs, movements and organizations, 
intellectuals and artists, together we are building a 
great alliance to create a new society, different 
from the dominant logic wherein the free-market 
and money are considered the only measure of 
worth. Davos represents the concentration of 
wealth, the globalization of poverty and the 
destruction of our earth. Porto Alegre represents 
the hope that a new world is possible, where 
human beings and nature are the center of our 
concern. 


We are part of a movement which has grown 
since Seattle. We challenge the elite and their 
undemocratic processes, symbolised by the World 
Economic Forum in Davos. We came to share our 
experiences, build our solidarity, and demonstrate 
our total rejection of the neoliberal policies of 
globalisation. 


We are women and men, farmers, workers, 
unemployed, professionals, students, blacks and 
indigenous peoples, coming from the South and 
from the North, committed to struggle for peoples’ 
rights, freedom, security, employment and 
education. We are fighting against the hegemony 
of finance, the destruction of our cultures, the 
monopolization of knowledge, mass media, and 
communication, the degradation of nature, and 
the destruction of the quality of life by 
multinational corporations and anti-democratic 
policies. Participative democratic experiences -- 
like that of Porto Alegre -- show us that a concrete 
alternative is possible. We reaffirm the supremacy 


of human, ecological and social rights over the 
demands of finance and investors. 


At the same time that we strengthen our 
movements, we resist the global elite and work for 
equity, social justice, democracy and security for 
everyone, without distinction. Our methodology 
and alternatives stand in stark contrast to the 
destructive policies of neo-liberalism. 


Globalisation reinforces a sexist and patriarchal 
system. It increases the feminisation of poverty 
and exacerbates all forms of violence against 
women. Equality between women and men is 
central to our struggle. Without this, another 
world will never be possible. 


Neoliberal globalization increases racism, 
continuing the veritable genocide of centuries of 
slavery and colonialism which destroyed the bases 
of black African civilizations. We call on _ all 
movements to be in solidarity with African peoples 
in the continent and outside, in defense of their 
rights to land, citizenship, freedom, peace, and 
equality, through the reparation of historical and 
social debts. Slave trade and slavery are crimes 
against humanity. 


We express our special recognition and solidarity 
with indigenous peoples in their historic struggle 
against genocide and ethnocide and in defense of 
their rights, natural resources, culture, autonomy, 
land, and territory. 


Neoliberal globalisation destroys the environment, 
health and people's living environment. Air, water, 
land and peoples have become commodities. Life 
and health must be recognized as fundamental 
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rights which must not be subordinated to 
economic policies. 


The external debt of the countries of the South 
has been repaid several times over. Illegitimate, 
unjust and fraudulent, it functions as an 
instrument of domination, depriving people of 
their fundamental human rights with the sole aim 
of increasing international usury. We demand its 
unconditional cancellation and the reparation of 
historical, social, and ecological debts, as 
immediate steps toward a definitive resolution of 
the crisis this Debt provokes. 


Financial markets extract resources and wealth 
from communities and nations, and subject 
national economies to the whims of speculators. 
We call for the closure of tax havens and the 
introduction of taxes on financial transactions. 


Privatisation is a mechanism for transferring public 
wealth and natural resources to the private sector. 
We oppose all forms of privatisation of natural 
resources and public services. We call for the 
protection of access to resources and public goods 
necessary for a decent life. 


Multinational corporations organise — global 
production with massive unemployment, low 
wages and unqualified labour and by refusing to 
recognise the fundamental worker's rights as 
defined by the ILO. We demand the genuine 
recognition of the right to organise and negotiate 
for unions, and new rights for workers to face the 
globalisation strategy. While goods and money are 
free to cross borders, the restrictions on the 
movement of people exacerbate exploitation and 
repression. We demand an end to such 
restrictions. 


We call for a trading system which guarantees full 
employment, food security, fair terms of trade and 
local prosperity. Free trade is anything but free. 
Global trade rules ensure the accelerated 
accummulation of wealth and power’ by 
multinational corporations and_ the further 
marginalisation and impoverishment of small 
farmers, workers and local enterprises. We 
demand that governments’ respect _ their 
obligations to the international human_ rights 
instruments and multilateral environmental 
agreements. We call on people everywhere to 
support the mobilizations against the creation of 
the Free Trade Area in the Americas, an initiative 
which means the recolonization of Latin America 
and the destruction of fundamental social, 


economic, cultural and environmental human 
rights. 


The IMF, the World Bank and regional banks, the 
WTO, NATO and other military alliances are some 
of the multilateral agents of neoliberal 
globalisation. We call for an end to their 
interference in national policy. These institutions 
have no legitimacy in the eyes of the people and 
we will continue to protest against their measures. 


Neoliberal globalization has led to the 
concentration of land ownership and favored 
corporate agricultural systems which’ are 
environmentally and socially destructive. It is 
based on export oriented growth backed by large 
scale infrastructure development, such as dams, 
which displces people from their land and destroys 
their livelihoods. Their loss must be restored. We 
call for a democratic agrarian reform. Land, water 
and seeds must be in the hands of the peasants. 
We promote sustainable agricultural processes. 
Seeds and genetic stocks are the heritage of 
humanity. We demand that the use of transgenics 
and the patenting of life be abolished. 


Militarism and corporate globalisation reinforce 
each other to undermine democracy and peace. 
We totally refuse war as a way to solve coflicts 
and we oppose the arms race and the arms trade. 
We call for an end to the repression and 
criminalisation of social protest. We condemn 
foreign military intervention in the internal affairs 
of our countries. We demand the lifting of 
embargoes and sanctions used as instruments of 
aggression, and express our solidarity with those 
who suffer their consequences. We reject US 
military intervention in Latin America through the 
Plan Colombia. 


We call for a strenghtening of alliances, and the 
implementation of common actions, on these 
principal concerns. We will continue to mobilize on 
them until the next Forum. We recognize that we 
are now in a better position to undertake the 
struggle for a different world, a world without 
misery, hunger, discrimination and violence, with 
quality of life, equity, respect and peace. 


We commit ourselves to support all the struggles 
of our common agenda to mobilise opposition to 
neoliberalism. Among our priorities for the coming 
months, we will mobilize globally against the: 

World Economic Forum, Cancun, Mexico, 26 and 
27 February - Free Trade Area of the Americas, 
Buenos Aires, Argentina, 6-7 April and Quebec 
City, Canada, 17-22 April - Asian Development 
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Bank, Honolulu, May - G8 Summit, Genova, Italy, 
15-22 July - IMF and World Bank Annual Meeting, 
Washington DC, USA, 28 September - 4 October - 
World Trade Organisation, 5-9 November (Qatar) 


On April 17, we will support the international day 
of struggle against the importation of cheap 
agricultural products which create economic and 
social dumping, and the feminist mobilization 
against globalization in Genova. We support the 
call for a world day of action against debt, to take 
place this year on July 20 and the mobilization for 
the World Conference against Racism, Racial 
Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related 
Intolerance (Durban, South Africa - 31 August-7 
September 2001). 


The proposals formulated are part of the 
alternatives being elaborated by social movements 
around the world. They are based on the principle 
that human beings and life are not commodities, 
and in the commitment to the welfare and human 
rights of all. 


Our involvement in the World Social Forum has 
enriched understanding of each of our struggles 
and we have been strengthened. We call on all 
peoples around the world to join in this struggle to 
build a better future. The World Social Forum of 
Porto Alegre is a way to achieve peoples’ 
sovereignty and a just world. 


175 organizations have signed the call already. If 
you want your organization to endorse it please 
see http: //attac. org/fra/asso/doc/doc502sign. htm 
where you can find also the signatories 





India Prime Minister in Favor of a Tobin 
Like Tax. 


Indian Prime Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee has 
suggested the imposition of an international levy 
on capital flows between developed countries and 
all capital repatriations from developing countries, 
reports the Times of India. The money he says 
can then be credited to a Global Poverty 
Alleviation Fund. 


Among other purposes the Fund could serve, said 
Vajpayee, would be: accelerated liquidation of all 
public external debts of low-income countries, 
framing of poverty alleviation programs targeted 
specifically at those who have lost their livelihoods 
in economic crises born out of reversal of external 
capital flows in developing countries, assistance in 
enhancement of skills and access to finance 
needed by the poor to compete effectively in the 


global economy. The Fund could also help place 
technologies that save lives, increase food output, 
and generate renewable energy for rural areas, for 
use by developing countries. 


The suggestion for a Global Fund came on 
Wednesday during Vajpayee's inaugural address 
at the first Delhi Sustainable Development Summit 
2001 organized by the Tata Energy Research 
Institute, notes the story. Global leaders, 
thinkers, and environmentalists participated in the 
summit, says the story, noting that among those 
who also spoke during the inaugural session were 
UNDP administrator Mark Malloch Brown, and 
Maurice Strong, president of the UN University for 
Peace. 


Vajpayee also said there is a need substantially to 
increase the resources of governments in 
developing countries to pursue developmental 
projects and programs aimed specifically at 
poverty eradication, notes the story. Moreover, he 
said there was also a need for enhancement of the 
resources of bilateral and multilateral agencies. 
"This calls for a far higher level of political will in 
industrialized countries than is manifest today," he 
said. 


"What we need is a comprehensive and holistic 
global strategy which involves’ the _ fullest 
mobilization of all our economic, social, cultural 
and technological resources," Vajpayee said, 
noting that a narrowly focused economic model 
can neither remove global poverty nor yield 
sustainable development. Pointing to the global 
inequity measured in the World Bank's latest 
World Development Indicators, Vajpayee said a 
sixth of the world's population receives 78 percent 
of world income, while three-fifths of the world's 
population living in the poorest 61 countries 
receive only six per cent of the world's income. 


The news comes as the Earth Times reports that 
economic inequality is growing faster everyday, 
says the World Institute for Development 
Economics Research (WIDER) of the UN University 
(UNU). More and more people are becoming poor 
and the trend is likely to grow in the next decade, 
WIDER says. 


Branco Milanovic, principal economist of the World 
Bank's Development Research Group and author 
of "True World Income Distribution", said in a 
public lecture to UNU-WIDER that from 1980 to 
1990, there was an explosion of inequality not 
only among developing countries but also in North 
America and Western Europe. This has been linked 
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to the phenomenon of globalization, which is 
eroding the importance of national borders to 
economic life, he said. Within countries, 
inequalities are rising, he added, noting that this 
is especially true among the poor and populous 
countries. 


Meanwhile, notes the Times of India, in an article 
published in the International Herald Tribune, 
World Bank Chief Economist Nicolas Stern called 
upon rich countries unilaterally to open their 
markets to duty-free imports from the 48 least 
developed countries. He pointed out that several 
countries had reduced poverty by liberalizing their 
trade regimes, but existing trade barriers have 
limited their gains. Recent research by the Bank 
has found that trade barriers imposed by high- 
income countries, along with agricultural 
subsidies, have cost developing nations much 
more in lost export opportunities than the foreign 
aid they receive each year. 


Information published in collaboration with 

Steve Tibbett, Senior Campaigner. 

War on Want - 37-39 Great Guildford Street; 
London SE1 OES website: www.waronwant.org 
Phone: 020 7620 1111 Fax: 020 7261 9291 e- 
mail: stibbett@waronwant.org 








The Debate over Prostitution in the EU 


From a Women’s Rights Heritage to a Liberal 
Approach 
By Malka Marcovich malkam@club- internet. fr 





The MAPP, Movement for the Abolition of 
Prostitution and Pornography, and all forms of 
sexual violence and sexist discrimination is the EU 
representative of the Coalition Against Trafficking 
in Women. The MAPP is also member of the 
European Women’s Lobby: a federation of 2 800 
EU Women’s organizations or women’s network 
based in the 15 countries of the EU. The EWL took 
a very strong stand against prostitution in 1998, 
saying that prostitution and _ trafficking were 
closely linked and that they endanger the struggle 
for equality between women and men in Europe. 
In its 1998 motion, the EWL also addressed the 
issue of the buyers. 


As we enter the XXIst century in a world that 
pretend to affirm women’s rights, we can see that 
more then ever, women’s bodies are considered 
as commodities, sold in a huge liberal market 
without borders, and even traded in the stock 
exchange with the help of modern technology and 
the prostitution industry. 


How did we came so far, in the name of 
modernity, to achieve a system that was 
considered by our mothers 150 years ago as a 
contemporary form of slavery, a system that our 
mothers considered a major obstacle to achieve 
women’s civil rights? How come that Europe, a 
region pretending to be the cradle of the concept 
of universality and Human Rights, now endanger 
the universality of women’s rights and promotes, 
in the name of peace, consensus, liberty, 
democracy and economic empowerment, this 
continuing system which normalizes domination, 
torture, cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment? 


How come, that most of the countries in Europe 
violate the universal principles of respect for 
human dignity, equality and rights, for the 
satisfaction of male archaic sexuality, by means of 
a liberal market system? 


Sweden has answered by enacting the law which 
criminalizes the prostitution buyers. By passing 
the law, Sweden has sent the most progressive 
and symbolic message of hope for women’s 
rights. On the other hand, the Netherlands have 
sent the most cruel message for humanity, a 
nightmare message that our mothers couldn’t 
imagine in the worse scenario of science fiction. 
This message says, in the name of liberty and 
empowerment for women, that the exploitation of 
women’s bodies should be organized, and that 
pimps should become corporate executives, and 
that the profit should be included in the Gross 
National Product. Some countries like the 
Netherlands organize prostitution officially. Other 
countries, by remaining silent, are being complicit. 
Each do not have to face the thorny problem of 
laundering money, because the money from the 
prostitution industry is becoming part of the global 
market. The money of official and legalized 
brothels, is not only entering the national 
economy of the Netherlands. Because the 
Netherlands is a member of the EU, the money is 
also becoming part of the EU economy. This has 
as a consequence that other countries such as 
France or Sweden, that didn’t decriminalize the 
exploitation of prostitution, are getting indirect 
financial profit from the market of women’s 
bodies. That’s why prostitution can’t be considered 
only at a national level. 


To enforce their exploitative position, countries 
like the Netherlands, rewrite the concept of civil 
society, just as it is done in the most reactionary 
and dictatorial countries. They fund NGOs that are 
defending the supposed right of women to be 
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abused and exploited. It is not the exploiters who 
ask for rights to exploit women, no pimps are 
advocating to have a healthy business, no 
abusers, traffickers, buyers ask to have the right 
to torture. Unfortunately, it is the voices of women 
we hear, speaking in the place of the abuser and 
asking for the right to be abused and marketed. 
They say that they want to fight stigmatisation 
and marginalisation through the use of the term 
“sex workers” These statements are also voiced 
by the so called human rights groups Some of 
them who pretend to fight fundamentalism and 
imprisoning women in the home and in the private 
sphere, arguing that women are equal and 
therefore should not anymore belong to their 
husbands and fathers, accepte that some of them 
should belong to all males. 


For all women, the message is that it is not 
necessary for them to enter the public sphere 
through education, politics, financial world, but 
that it is much easier to become a_ public 
commodity, outside in the street, behind a 
window, in a brothel, and that this is liberation, 
self-determination, freedom and empowerment. 


Also, anti-slavery groups, those who fought 
slavery at the end of the XIXth century have taken 
a pragmatic and old fashioned approach to 
prostitution, while pretending to be neutral,. They 
claim that the system of prostitution is not a 
slavery-like practice, that we must go back to a 
supposedly real definition of slavery, such as 
forced labor or servitude. Using this perspective 
there is a danger for prostitution being redefined 
as work. It will also lead to that only the 
conditions surrounding prostitution is considered, 
such as trafficking in a limited definition linked to 
coerced condition, and that trafficking is 
separated from the exploitation of prostitution. 


States advocating for this position, such as the 
Netherlands, are developing huge cooperation 
programs outside the EU, financing groups and 
countries that have been kept under the most 
closed regimes for the past 60 years, while some 
countries like France who still have a strong 
human rights position do not develop cooperation 
programs with countries of transition on the basis 
of women’s rights. 


In countries that soon will become part of the EU, 
the Netherlands is funding anti-trafficking NGOs 
such as La Strada, that promotes prostitution as 
work while pretending to fight “forced trafficking” 
La Strada, in some countries, are proud to say 
that while they are fighting against trafficking, 


they are also helping women “to work” in 
prostitution, by opening day care centers for the 
children of women in prostitution. Is it not 
upsetting that in some of the transition countries 
such as Romania, where a lot of children do not 
attend school anymore, where there is a general 
lack of day care centers and of social policy, that 
day care centers are provided for women in 
prostitution so they will be able to “work” 
“peacefully” in prostitution ? 


In a country like Poland, where abortion is 
prohibited, the Dutch funds women’s groups that 
advocate for equality between women and men, 
for new laws, for reproductive rights, while at the 
same time promoting prostitution as a free choice. 
They fund women’s networks in the Eastern 
European Countries. In the Balkans where there is 
a strong civil society, a majority being women, 
they fund human rights groups, that advocate 
against state corruption, for freedom of speech... 
etc... But what is freedom of speech in Albania, 
where today 20 out of 22 cinemas, are showing 
pornographic films, and where constantly 
propaganda is made to push women to leave for 
the western Eldorado. 


At the same time, while the EU is becoming a big 
and strong economic fortress, without internal 
borders, the right for asylum and civil and political 
rights for people who are not citizens of the EU 
are in danger. And of course, foreign women in 
this context are largely discriminated against. In 
this context organized trafficking in women 
network are growing. Often, anti-migration laws 
are used to expel women who are victims of 
trafficking. This provides a strong argument for 
pro-prostitution groups. They say that “illegal 
migrants sex-workers” are stigmatized, 
marginalized, and that if prostitution was 
recognised as work, women who are “choosing” to 
migrate for “sex work” would not have to confront 
criminal trafficking networks that “force” them into 
“exploitative” prostitution. 


In the EU, we find all kinds of groups ignoring and 
minimizing the harm of prostitution and 
advocating for the rights of women to work in 
prostitution. Some of them like Payoke in Belgium, 
which is chaired by a EU deputy, Pasty Sorensen 
who is considered an expert on the issue of 
trafficking, say that they do not support the 
system of the Netherlands. At the same time she 
advocates for the recognition of prostitution as 
work. In public, as well as in articles, Pasty 
Sorensen, has condemned the Swedish laws, 
saying that by criminalizing the buyers, the 
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Swedish law criminalizes women in prostitution. In 
the recommendation of the EU parliament of May 
2000 which was primarily drafted by Pasty 
Sorensen, it is said that most of the EU countries 
are under a prohibitionist system. The word 
prohibition replace the word abolition, and 
legalisation of exploitation of prostitution becomes 
decriminalization. 


The word “force” is used more and more to 
replace “exploitation”. It is not the exploitation of 
prostitution that is condemned, but the “force- 
like” conditions of the exploitation. The countries 
like Italy or Belgium that have enforced anti- 
trafficking laws, are not enforcing anymore their 
anti-pimping, anti-exploitation of prostitution laws. 
Women victims of trafficking are protected and 
may access refugee status if they agree to testify 
against the traffickers. Directly from being victims, 
women are becoming witnesses. These anti- 
trafficking laws are the heritage of anti-mafia 
laws, where witnesses could access protection if 
they testified against criminal rings. On the other 
hand, a country like France whose law still do not 
make any difference between exploitation and 
trafficking (it is just the scale of penalty which 
would make the difference), where the burden of 
proof is never on the victim, still faithfull to article 
one of the Convention of 1949 for the repression 
of trafficking in person and the exploitation of 
prostitution of others, which stipulate that the 
exploiters have to be prosecuted even if the victim 
consent to the exploitation, there is almost no 
funds for shelters, and often, anti-migration laws 
are used against the women. The Netherlands 
develop anti-trafficking policies, and fund anti- 
trafficking NGOs such as STV. They present 
statistics saying that every year they rescue a 
certain number of women. What they do not say is 
that because of their pro-prostitution law, they 
have huge number of women being trafficked 
inside the country, while countries that still 
enforce their policy on pimping have a lower rate 
of women being trafficked. But if countries like 
France or Sweden do not develop shelters for 
women victim of trafficking, and if they do not 
enforce measures for the women to receive 
temporary or permanent visas, education etc... 
they will contradict their strong human rights 
principles, and will give arguments to those 
countries that have shelters as well as brothels. 


After the victory concerning the definition for the 
Palermo trafficking protocol, where France played 
a major role, we have seen on an anti-trafficking 
pro-prostitution web site, horrible propaganda 
against France. In one of these message it was 


said that the French police was using — ethnic 
cleansing against Albanian women, and that the 
spirit of Klaus Barbie, (one of the big Nazi Chief in 
France during the Second World War) was still 
present in the city of Lyon. 


Our countries have to take responsibility for the 
fact that our peace keeping forces in Kosovo have 
developed trafficking in women. Will we allow only 
the Netherlands to fund NGOs in the eastern 
countries ? Our countries, France or Sweden have 
the duty to help women in Eastern Europe to 
organize themselves and fight against prostitution, 
pornography and trafficking. 


The EU is developing programs to fight trafficking 
such as_ the “Stop’ and the “Daphne Program”. 
One of the project that the “Stop” program 
funded was the publication of a booklet which was 
given to women in brothels in the Netherlands, to 
explain their rights to them, in case they had been 
“forcibly trafficked”. 


The Netherlands is also funding a Network called 
Tampep which is present in most of the EU 
countries. This network is supposed to work on 
health issues with women in prostitution, and also 
with “migrant sex workers” In one of their 
brochure it is explained how to desinfect a whip. 


Pro-prostitution groups, anti-slavery groups 
advocate today throughout Europe to have new 
anti-trafficking laws which would make a 
distinction between exploitation of prostitution and 
trafficking. 


In France for example, (but | know that it is done 
elsewhere too), those groups try to bring together 
grassroots abolitionist organisations, anti-slavery 
and pro-prostitution groups. They say, “on 
trafficking we all agree” so let’s put aside the 
prostitution discussion and let’s work together to 
combat this “modern slavery”. 


And the word “modern slavery” is replacing the 
word contemporary slavery which was used by 
Joséphine Butler, in 1876 when she started the 
international abolitionist movement. At that time, 
her purpose was to open the definition of slavery, 
recognizing, that prostitution, the system 
organizing prostitution were slavery-like practices. 
She didn’t only speak about trafficking but also 
about the system of prostitution as a whole 
including all aspects of the exploitation. When we 
read the texts of our foremothers from the 
beginning of the XXth century, we see very clearly 
that they were also addressing the buyers as part 
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of the exploitative system. At the time as they 
fought the system of prostitution, they fought for 
civil rights. 


For example in France, the brothels were closed at 
the same period that women obtained the right to 
vote after the second world war. 


How did we end up here ? How did we become so 
blind to this precious heritage ? In 1927 and 1932, 
the League of Nations made two international 
enquiries showing that the regulation § of 
prostitution, or in more modern words, the 
legalization of pimping lead to an increase in both 
domestic and international trafficking. When 
reading some of the article of the 1930s, when the 
abolitionist movement was gaining some success 
in Europe, we find that in countries that had 
adopted abolitionist policies veneral diseases and 
syphilis had decreased. It is quite interesting to 
note that today, those who argue for the 
legalization of the exploitation of prostitution say 
that it will lead to a decrease in HIV/AIDS !!! 


| see today a great danger when we use the terms 
“modern slavery” to redefine trafficking. Not only 
because it will be used to replace the word 
“trafficking”. But if we forget the heritage of the 
abolitionnist movement that made no distinction 
between prostitution and trafficking, slavery will 
be defined as “forced trafficking” and “forced 
labour”. And from there, prostitution will be 
considered as work. 


This was the core of the discussions for the 
definition of trafficking, during the two years of 
intensive negociations for the UN new additional 
protocol on trafficking in person, especially women 
in children to the Convention on transnational 
Crime that we today call the Palermo Convention. 
Some countries advocated to have a definition 
which would only speak of coerced conditions of 
trafficking for forced labor. They also wanted to 
take away the word victim, stating that it was 
victimizing and stigmatizing the women. Some 
even wanted to introduce the concept of 
“involontary servitude”. The majority of the 
countries, some inside the EU such as France, 
Belgium, Finland, and Sweden, argued to have in 
the definition “inducement” or “the abuse of a 
situation of vulnerability”, and as the first purpose 
of exploitation “exploitation of prostitution”. 
Also, for those countries, it was important to state 
in the definition that “the consent of the victim of 
trafficking” is irrelevant so that the burden of 
proof will never be put on the victims but only on 
the trafficker. It was clear during the discussion in 


Vienna, that the majority of countries in the world 
were still faithful to the principles of the 1949 
convention. A lot of NGOs around the world, 140 
NGOs at the end of the negociations in October 
2000, under the name of the International Human 
Rights Network (which includes CATW, EWL,) and 
also the International Federation of Human Rights, 
joined together to have a relevant definition of 
trafficking which would not contradict the 
international human rights treaties drafted during 
the XX century and which would protect all women 
and not only those who could prove that they 
were forced. 


The negociations that were held in Vienna during 
the1999 and 2000, showed, that in the EU, there 
was no consensus, and that if countries raised 
their voice to have a good wording for the 
definition of trafficking, countries like the 
Netherlands, Germany among others, would have 
to accept it. 


The claimed EU consensus is obviously raised by 
those countries that have legalized the 
exploitation of prostitution. The consensus is 
claimed in order to keep the other countries 
silenced. | believe, after the Vienna experience on 
the protocol on trafficking and the final victory on 
the definition of trafficking, that it is more healthy 
and more effective to fight it out rather then to 
compromise. 


Because of the fear of an open battle, prostitution 
has not been included in all EU documents, and 
from programs on violence against women. | call 
that a form of revisionism. If we do not name 
prostitution, if we do not push the fact that 
prostitution is violence against women, we will 
have to face the violence of silence. Because 
what is not named disappeared, doesn’t exist. If 
trafficking is only recognised as modern slavery, 
then all our struggles for equality between men 
and women are put in danger and will become 
invisible. Also because the words “slavery” and 
“trafficking” do not address male violence against 
women. 


This position is reflected in the Charter on 
Fundamental Rights which was proclaimed in Nice 
last December under the French Presidency. In 
Article 5 of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of 
the European Union, it is said under the title : 
“prohibition of slavery and forced labour, 1 - No 
one shall be held in slavery or servitude, 2 No one 
shall be required to perform forced or compulsory 
labour, 3 Trafficking in human being is 
prohibited.” 
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There is much to say about this charter on 
fundamental rights which was proclaimed in Nice 
as a preamble for the future EU Constitution. In 
many ways, this charter is endangering the 
principles of Universality reflected in all UN Human 
Rights Treaties. We must remember that the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights was 
drafted in the spirit of hope after world war two 
which started in Europe. The project of the 
construction of the EU was placed under the idea 
of reconciliation and economical and _ political 
stability in Europe. Do we have then to stop the 
struggle of hope for universal rights and arrive to 
the concept of communitarian fundamental rights, 
and the creation of a new kind of cultural 
difference? 


On one hand, in this charter, equality between 
men and women is recognized but violence 
against women is not mentioned anywhere, nor is 
the reproductive rights of women. 


On many aspects this charter is even weaker then 
many EU treaties. 


The Charter was drafted with the perspective to 
provide minimum standards for the enlargement 
of the EU. 


France wanted this charter to be achieved under 
its presidency and this is the reason why they 
where ready to compromise on many aspects of 
human rights which they still continue to claim 
and to defend on the international level. But two 
weeks before the end of the negociation, they 
were ready to stop the process because some 
countries wanted that the word religion be 
recognised as a cultural heritage of the EU in the 
preamble of the charter. For the secular republic 
of France, the word “religious” was absolutely 
impossible. And within a few hours the word 
spiritual had replaced the word religion. 


At the moment, Sweden has the presidency of the 
EU. On the Swedish agenda for its presidency, 
trafficking is one of the major issue. A new EU 
frame-work decision on_ trafficking will be 
submitted for discussion in the coming days. This 
frame-work decision which will harmonize the EU 
legislation on trafficking, is weaker than the 
definition of trafficking of the UN protocol that all 
EU countries signed in Palermo in December 2000. 
It is far weaker also from the Declaration of 
Ministers of the Council of Europe that was 
accepted in May 2000 by all EU and ECE countries 


and which stipulates that the consent of the victim 
is irrelevant. 


This new frame-work decision has two good 
aspects. It stipulates that trafficking musn’t be 
defined through a transnational perspective. For 
the Shengen region, without borders, this is a 
very important point. Also it makes a distinction 
between trafficking for forced labor and trafficking 
for sexual exploitation. But it doesn’t specify that 
trafficking for sexual exploitation concern a 
majority of women. It gives an interpretation of 
“abuse of a situation of vulnerability” which has 
nothing to do with the definition of the UN 
protocol on trafficking. As an example, instead of 
speaking of the vulnerability of women from the 
countries of origin because of lack of 
opportunities, it takes as an example the 
vulnerability of women with mental disabilities 
who arrive in the EU countries. It emphasizes the 
coercion factor of trafficking. It omits the essential 
phrase that was agreed upon in the new UN 
protocol on trafficking that says that the consent 
of the victim is irrelevant and that this is the base 
for the protection of all victims, because the 
burden of proof will not be placed on them. 


This EU frame-work decision proposal contradicts 
the recent discussion of the definition of trafficking 
as well as the 1949 UN Convention for the 
suppression of trafficking in person = and 
exploitation of prostitution of others that most of 
the EU countries have ratified. 


How come, that the EU that has taken a strong 
position against sexist discrimination at work, 
where the burden of proof musn’t be placed on 
the women but on the employers, can accept that 
the burden of proof be put on the victims of 
trafficking ? 


Also, in the UN protocol on trafficking, several 
articles address the protection of the victims, 
permanent visas, voluntary repatriation. None of 
those provisions are addressed in the EU proposal. 
The protocol article concerning the prevention of 
trafficking also addresses the demand which is the 
root cause of exploitation. This provision is not 
reflected in the EU frame-work decision. 


The EU, region of destination for women in 
prostitution has a major responsability to enforce 
what the countries have signed in Palermo. 
Sweden, as the president of the EU at the 
moment, has a crucial responsabily to lead and to 
push to have in this important text the phrase that 
“the consent of the victim is irrelevant” The new 
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Swedish law criminalizing the buyers is an 
important symbol for all women worldwide, for 
countries of southern Europe where equality 
between women and men is not yet effective at 
the political level. Some countries in the EU are 
ready to enter this battle and to confront the pro- 
prostitution countries such as the Netherland. 
Sweden, for all those reasons has a leading role to 
play. 


In 1997, during the Presidency of the Netherlands, 
the Netherlands pushed to draft a definition of 
trafficking in the Hague declaration which was for 
the first time introducing the concept of “forced 
trafficking” It is time for Sweden as President of 
the EU to strongly affirm its vision and principles, 
that prostitution is violence against women, that 
there is nothing such as “forced trafficking”, to 
draft a national law and to push other countries to 
draft national laws faithful to the most recent text 
that all EU countries signed in Palermo last 
December. If not, it is not only the EU countries 
cooperation and national laws that will be put 
down but also all possible cooperation with non EU 
countries that have signed the UN protocol in 
Palermo. 


As a European citizen, and a women from France, 
aware of the progress that the EU has made on 
the issue of equality between women and men, | 
can’t live in a new political area where | have 
rights which are denied to non EU citizens. | can’t 
accept that other women are being prostituted, 
sold, bought and abused in Europe through legal 
means or illegally. Europe can’t be built denying, 
silencing the issue of the prostitution market. As a 
EU citizen, from an abolitionist country, France, 
which has lately recognised prostitution as a form 
of violence against women, | urge my country, 
and | urge Sweden to place not only the issue 
trafficking but also the issue of prostitution at the 
center of the EU discussion, and to confront those 
countries that already have decriminalized, or are 
on the way to decriminalize the exploitation of 
prostitution. This is a question of solidarity, of 
universal rights of women. Since the treaty of 
Amsterdam, the EU argue that its construction is 
not only based on financial interests but also on 
social issues that include equality between women 
and men. The EU, this new political entity has to 
show that it will not put aside the universal 
principles of women’s human rights, which all EU 
countries have agreed to by ratifying the CEDAW 
convention, the CEDAW convention that makes no 
distinction between prostitution and trafficking. 


| do not want the heritage of the women’s 
abolitionist movement that started in Europe 150 
years ago, to be denied and destroyed for the 
benefit of a liberal and global market that consider 
women’s bodies as a consumer product. 


FTAA = NAFTA Expansion 


‘Geographical expansion to the whole western 
hemisphere (34 countries)... 


‘Expansion into new areas of the economy: 
education, health care, government purchasing... 


“The FTAA will contain a series of commitments to 
‘liberalize’ service..’Services’ is a broad category 
that includes education, health care, 
environmental services (which can include access 
to water!), energy, postal services.. Possible 
effects include: 

* Privatization of public schools and prisons in the 
US, opening the door to greater corporate control, 
corruption and the temptation to cut critical 
corners... 

*Privatization of postal services transferring US 
Postal Service functions to a few delivery 
companies like FedEx, which could then send 
postal rates through the roof.” 


‘Expansion of corporate rights and investor over 
people’s rights, environmental laws, labor 
standards and general standards of living... 


It is likely that the investment provisions in the 
FTAA would mirror those in NAFTA. 

“Among the new rights and _ privileges for 
speculators and multinational corporations: ... 
*Regulatory Takings: Government actions directly 
or indirectly having the “effect” of limiting the 
value of an investment, such as_ zoning, 
environmental or health measures, would be 
forbidden unless compensation is paid by the 
government. 

*Phase Out of Performance Requirements: 
Governments would not be allowed to set 
conditions on investments, such that would 
require a factory to stay put for a set number of 
years or would impose environmental regulations 
on mining or logging techniques. 

*Investor to State Dispute Resolution: 
Multinational corporations and speculations would 
be allowed to directly sue a host country before an 
arbitral tribunal to enforce the terms of the pact.” 


‘Expansion of the attack on working people and 
people at the bottom: busting public employee 
unions, not just industrial unions; exploiting and 
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scapegoating immigrants; increasing poverty for 
women and children... 


“the jobs lost to NAFTA, in many cases high- 
paying manufacturing jobs, are, in the majority of 
cases, replaced by lower-paid employment. NAFTA 
has also had a negative effect on the wages of 
many Americans whose jobs have not been 
relocated but whose bargaining power with their 
employers is substantially lessened..45% of small- 
and medium-sized farms suffered real declines in 
income...NAFTA has been wielded as a weapon to 


attack federal and subfederal environmental and 
public health safeguards...The productivity of 
Mexican workers has increased 36.4% _ since 
NAFTA went into effect, yet their wages have 
declined by 29% between 1993 and 1997..Under 
NAFTA, eight million Mexicans have been pushed 
out of the middle class and into poverty.” 


Information published thanks to J obs with J ustice 
Massachusset http://www. massjwj.org/ 





